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Quenched Point-to-Point Free Energy
for Random Walks in Random Potentials

Firas Rassoul-Agha .- Timo Seppéaldinen

Abstract We consider a random walk in a random potential on a square
lattice of arbitrary dimension. The potential is a function of an ergodic envi-
ronment and some steps of the walk. The potential can be unbounded, but
it is subject to a moment assumption whose strictness is tied to the mixing
of the environment, the best case being the i.i.d. environment. We prove that
the infinite volume quenched point-to-point free energy exists and has a varia-
tional formula in terms of an entropy. We establish regularity properties of the
point-to-point free energy, as a function of the potential and as a function on
the convex hull of the admissible steps of the walk, and link it to the infinite
volume free energy and quenched large deviations of the endpoint of the walk.
One corollary is a quenched large deviation principle for random walk in an
ergodic random environment, with a continuous rate function.
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1 Introduction

Fix a dimension d € N. Let R C Z¢ be a finite subset of the square lattice and
let P denote the distribution of the random walk on Z® started at 0 and whose
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transition probability is p, = 1/|R| for z € R and p, = 0 otherwise. In other
words, the random walk picks its steps uniformly at random from R. E denotes
expectation under P. R generates the additive group G = {>_ . a.z: a. €
7}.

An environment w is a sample point from a probability space (2, S,P). 2
comes equipped with a group {7 : z € G} of measurable commuting transfor-
mations that satisfy T4, = T, T, and Tj is the identity. P is a {T} : z € G}-
invariant probability measure on (§2, §). This is summarized by the statement
that (2,6,P,{T, : z € G}) is a measurable dynamical system. For most of
the time we assume that P is ergodic under this group, which has its usual
meaning: if A € & satisfies T,'A = A for all z € R then P(A) = 0 or 1.
For some results we also use the stronger assumption of total ergodicity which
says that P(A) = 0 or 1 whenever T, 1A = A for some extreme point z of the
convex hull of R. E will denote expectation relative to P.

A potential is a measurable function g : 2 x RY — R for some integer
¢ > 0. The case £ = 0 means that ¢ = g(w), a function of w alone.

Ezample 1.1 (L.I.D. environment.) A natural setting is the one where 2 =
I s a product space with generic points w = (w;)zeze and translations
(Tyw)y = wyty, the coordinates w, are iid. under P, and g(w,z1¢) a lo-
cal function of w, which means that ¢ depends on only finitely many co-
ordinates w,. This is a totally ergodic case. In this setting g has the rg-
separated i.i.d. property for some positive integer ro. By this we mean that if
T1,...,Tm € G satisty |z; — x;| > ro for i # j, then the RR’_valued random
vectors {(g(Ty,w, 2114))Z1 jepe 1SiS m} are i.i.d. under P.

Ezample 1.2 (Strictly directed walk and local potential in i.i.d. environment.)
A specialization of Example 1.1 where we obtain some of our best results is
the case of a local potential g with strictly directed paths. Strict directedness
means that 0 is outside the convex hull of R. This is equivalent to the existence
of & € Z% such that 4 - z > 0 for all z € R.

Example 1.3 (Stretched polymer.) A stretched polymer has an external field
h € R? that biases the walk, so the potential could have the form g(w,z) =
U(w)+h-z.

Ezxample 1.4 (Random walk in random environment.) To cover RWRE take
¢ =1 and g(w,z) = logp.(w) where (p,).cr is a measurable mapping from
2 into P = {(p>)zer € [0,1]% : 3_p. = 1}, the space of probability dis-
tributions on R. The quenched path measure @ of RWRE started at 0 is
defined by the initial condition Qf (X = 0) = 1 and the transition probability

QE)U(Xn-i-l = y|Xn = -T) = py—w(TﬂE )

Return to the general setting. Given an environment w and an integer n > 1
define the quenched polymer measure
Q9 (A) = —35 E k=0 9Txe Zrs1a401 4 (w, X 00)] (1.1)

= —Z%’W
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where A is an event on environments and paths and

79w — E[eE}J;J g(Tkavzk+1,k+[,):|
n

is the normalizing constant called the quenched partition function. This model
we call random walk in a random potential (RWRP). Above Z), = X, — X1 is

a random walk step and Z; ; = (Z,, ..., Z;) a vector of steps. Similar notation
will be used for all finite and infinite vectors and path segments, including
Xk,oo = (Xi, Xkt1,...) and 214 = (#1,. .., 2¢) used above.

In general the measures Q% defined in (1.1) are not consistent as n varies.
But for RWRE the (Xo,...,X,)-marginal of Q%% is the marginal of the
quenched path measure Q.

Under some assumptions article [26] proved the P-almost sure existence of
the limit

Ag(g) = lim n'log E[ezz;01 g(TXk“”Zk“'k“)} . (1.2)

n—roo

In different contexts this is called the limiting logarithmic moment generating
function, the pressure, and the free energy. One of the main results of [26] was
the variational characterization

Adg)= sup  {EMmin(g,c)] — He(p)}. (1.3)
HEM 1 (82;),c>0

M () is the space of probability measures on 2, = 2 x R and H,(p) is a
certain entropy, given in (4.6) below.

The present paper extends the entropy characterization to the quenched
point-to-point free energy

Ae(g,¢) = lim n~log E[eXimo 9Tx 2ot 1{X,, = 3,(C)}]  (1.4)
n—oo

where ¢ € R? and 4, (¢) is a lattice point that approximates n¢. Along the
way we establish regularity properties of the function A,(g, ¢) and give another
independent proof of the limit (1.2). We also relate A¢(g) and A.(g, () with
each other in a couple different ways, and prove a closely related large deviation
principle for the distributions Q9“{X,,/n € -} of the walk under the polymer
measures Q%“. For RWRE the expectation on the right-hand side of (1.4)
is the transition probability Qg{X, = Z,(¢)}, so the limit is immediately
connected to large deviations.

These results are valid for a class of unbounded potentials. When shifts
of the potential are strongly mixing, it suffices to assume g € LP for p large
enough. In particular, for an i.i.d. environment and stricly directed walks, the
assumption is that ¢ is local in its dependence on w and g(-,21¢) € LP(P)
for some p > d. This, one of our main results, is reached in Theorem 4.8 in
Section 4.

Literature and past results. Standard general references for RWRE
are [1], [32] and [35], and for RWRP [3], [15] and [31]. Results related to
ours on the point-to-point Lyapunov exponents and the quenched level 1 LDP
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for nearest-neighbor polymers in i.i.d. random potentials have been proved by
Carmona and Hu [2], Mourrat [21] and Zerner [36]. Some of the ideas originate
in Sznitman [30] and Varadhan [33]. The Lyapunov exponents are defined by
the limit

T(2n (¢))—1
(&

lim n~'log E k=0 g(TX’“w’Zk“’k“)]l{T(jn(O) < oo},

n—oo
where 7(z) = inf{k > 0: X}, = z}.

Mourrat [21] proved a level 1 LDP for nearest-neighbor walks in an i.i.d.
potential g(wp) < 0 that permits g = —oco as long as g(w,) > —oo percolates.
In this particular case his LDP is more general than ours because we require
a moment assumption on g. Our treatment resolves some regularity issues of
the level 1 rate function raised by Carmona and Hu [2, Remark 1.3].

The directed i.i.d. case of Example 1.2 in dimension d = 2, with a potential
g(wp) subject to some moment assumptions, is expected to be a member of
the KPZ universality class (Kardar-Parisi-Zhang). The universality conjecture
is that the centered and normalized point-to-point free energy should con-
verge to the Airy, process. At present such universality remains unattained.
Among the lattice models studied in this paper one is currently known to be
exactly solvable, namely the log-gamma polymer introduced in [28] and fur-
ther studied in [7,14]. For that model the KPZ conjecture has been partially
proved, namely the correct fluctuation exponents have been verified in some
cases in [28]. Piza [22] proved in some generality that the fluctuations of the
point-to-point free energy diverge at least logarithmically. KPZ universality
results are further along for zero temperature polymers (oriented percolation
or last-passage percolation type models). We refer the reader to [6] for a recent
survey of these developments.

Organization of the paper. The existence and regularity of the quenched
point-to-point free energy (1.4) and free energy (1.2) are covered in Section
2. The proof of the continuity of A.(g,¢) in ¢ for the ii.d. strictly directed
case occupies Section 3. In this case we also establish LP continuity (p > d) of
Ay(g,¢) in g. Section 4 begins by observing the level 1 large deviation principle
and the continuity of the rate function on its domain, and then develops the
variational representation for the point-to-point free energy. The source for
these formulas is a contraction of a higher level large deviation principle from
[26].

Sections 5 and 6 discuss two examples. In Section 5 we apply the theory
to a directed polymer in an i.i.d. environment in the L? region (a subcase of
weak disorder, in dimension d > 3). We derive a convex-duality formula for
the point-to-point free energy and identify the Markov processes that solve
the variational formula. Section 6 discusses the 141 dimensional log-gamma
polymer, an exactly solvable model in the strong disorder regime. We take a
known formula for the point-to-point free energy [14,28] and relate it to one
of the variational formulas given in Section 4 of the present paper.

Notation and conventions. On a product space 2 = I' Z* with generic
points w = (wz)yezd, a local function g(w) is a function of only finitely many
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coordinates w,. E and P refer to the background measure on the environments
w. For the set R C Z? of admissible steps we define M = max{|z| : z € R},
and denote its convex hull in R? by ¢/ = {Deraz2:0<a. €R, Y a, =1}
The steps of an admissible path (xy) are zx = zr — zp—1 € R.

In general, the convex hull of a set Z is coZ. A convex set C has its rela-
tive interior ri C, its set of extreme points exC, and its affine hull aff C. The
upper semicontinuous regularization of a function f is denoted by f"¢(x) =
infopen B2 SUP, e f(y) with an analogous definition for . EX[f] = [ fdu
denotes expectation under the measure p. As usual, N = {1,2,3,...} and
Z,={0,1,2,...}. x Vy = max(z,y) and z Ay = min(z,y).

2 Existence and regularity of the quenched point-to-point free
energy

Standing assumptions for this section are that (2,&,P,{T, : z € G}) is a
measurable dynamical system and R is finite. This will not be repeated in the
statements of the theorems. When ergodicity is assumed it is mentioned. For
the rest of this section we fix the integer ¢ > 0. Define the space 2, = 2 x RE.
If £ = 0 then Q, = 2. Convex analysis will be important throughout the
paper. The convex hull of R is denoted by U, the set of extreme points of U
is exUd C R, and ri U is the relative interior of U.
The following is our key assumption.

Definition 2.1 Let ¢ € Z,. A function ¢g : 2, — R is in class £ if for each
%10 € RY these properties hold: g(-, 2, ¢) € L*(P) and for any nonzero z € R
1

lim lim max — E |9(Togrzw, Z1,0)| =0 for P-a.e. w.
eNOn—=00zeG:|z|<n N
0<k<en

Membership g € £ depends on a combination of mixing properties of P and
moment properties of g. If P is an arbitrary ergodic measure then in general
we must assume g bounded to guarantee g € L, except that if d = 1 then
g € LY(P) is enough. Strong mixing of the process {go T, : * € G} and
g € LP(PP) for some large enough p also guarantee g € L. For example, with
exponential mixing p > d is enough. This is the case in particular if ¢ has
the ro-separated i.i.d. property mentioned in Example 1.1. Lemma A.4 of [26]
gives a precise statement.

We now define the lattice points &,,(¢) that appear in the point-to-point
free energy (1.4). For each point ¢ € U fix weights 5.(¢) € [0,1] such that

> .erB(C)=1and ¢ =3 % B:(¢)z. Then define a path

2(Q) = Y (1nB:(Q)) +67(Q)z, n ey, (2.1)

zER

where bi”’(g) € {0, 1} are arbitrary but subject to these constraints: if 8,(¢) =
0 then bé”’(g) =0, and ), bi”’(g) =n—73 r[nB:(0)]. In other words,
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Z,(¢) is a lattice point that approximates n(, is precisely n R-steps away
from the origin, and uses only those steps that appear in the particular convex
representation ¢ = ) .z that was picked. When ( e /N Q¢ we require that
B-(¢) be rational. This is possible by Lemma A.1 of [26]. If we only cared about
Ay(g,C) for rational ¢ we could allow much more general paths, see Theorem
2.7 below.

The next theorem establishes the existence of the quenched point-to-point
free energy (a) and free energy (b). Introduce the empirical measure R’ by

n—1

Ri(g9) =n"" > g(Tx,w, Zis1kre). (2.2)
k=0

Theorem 2.2 Let g € L.
(a) For P-a.e. w and simultaneously for all € U the limit

A(g,G;w) = lim ™ log E[e" ™ (D1{X,, = #,(0)}] (2.3)

exists in (—oo,00]. For a particular ¢ the limit is independent of the choice of
convex representation ( = Y B,z and the numbers b that define I, (C) in
(2.1). When ¢ ¢ U it is natural to set Ag(g,() = —o0.

(b) The limit

A¢(g;w) = lim nt 1ogE[ez;ﬂzé g(TXk“”Zk“'k“)} (2.4)
n— o0

exists P-a.s. in (—oo, 00| and satisfies

Ae(g) = sup  Ag(g,§) = sup Ae(g, Q). (2.5)
£eQinu ¢ceu

Formula (4.3) in Section 4 shows how to recover A(g,¢) from knowing
Ag(h) for a broad enough class of functions h.

Remark 2.3 (Conditions for finiteness.) In general, we need to assume that g
is bounded from above to prevent the possibility that A,(g, () takes the value
+00. When g has the ro-separated i.i.d. property and 0 ¢ U as in Example 1.2,
the assumption E[|g|”] < oo for some p > d guarantees that A,(g,¢) and A¢(g)
are a.s. finite (Lemma 3.1). In fact As(g,-) is either bounded or identically
+o0 on ri U (Theorem 2.5(d)).

Let us recall facts about convex sets. A face of a convex set U is a convex
subset Uy such that every (closed) line segment in U with a relative interior
point in Uy has both endpoints in Uy. U itself is a face. By Corollary 18.1.3
of [27] any other face of U is entirely contained in the relative boundary of U.
Extreme points of U are the zero-dimensional faces. By Theorem 18.2 of [27]
each point ¢ € U has a unique face Uy such that ¢ € ri Up. (An extreme case of
this is ¢ € exU in which case {C} = Uy = ri Up. Note that the relative interior
of a nonempty convex set is never empty.) By Theorem 18.1 of [27] if ( € U
belongs to a face Uy then any representation of ( as a convex combination of
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elements of U involves only elements of Uy. Lastly, Theorem 18.3 in [27] says
that a face Uy is the convex hull of Rg = R NUp.

We address basic properties of A(g,(;w). The first issue is whether it is
random (genuinely a function of w) or deterministic (there is a value A4(g, ¢)
such that A.(g, ¢;w) = Ae(g, ) for P-almost every w). This will depend on the
setting. If 0 € exU then the condition X,, = 0 does not permit the walk to
move and Ay(g,0;w) = —log |R| + g(w, (0,...,0)). But even if the origin does
not cause problems, A;(g, (;w) is not necessarily deterministic on all of I/ if P
is not totally ergodic. For example, if 0 # z € exU then X,, = nz is possible
only by repetition of step z and Ay(g, z;w) = —log |R|+E[g(w, (z,...,2)) | J.],
where J, is the o-algebra invariant under 7,.

Theorem 2.4 Let Uy be any face of U, possibly U itself. If P is ergodic under
{T. : z € RNUy}, then Ay(g, () in Theorem 2.2 is deterministic simultaneously
for all ¢ € ri Uy.

Note that the ergodicity assumption rules out the case Uy = {0}, which
would be a face if 0 € exd. An important special case is the totally ergodic
P. Then Ay(g, () is deterministic for all ¢, except again at ( = 0 if 0 € exU.

Next regularity results for A.(g, ().

Theorem 2.5 Let g € L and assume P is ergodic.

(a) A¢(g,C) is conver in g.

(b) As a function of ¢, A¢(g,() is concave on i U. If P is totally ergodic,
then Ay(g, Q) is concave on all of U.

(c) Au(g,C) is lower semicontinuous in ¢ € U and hence uniformly bounded
below.

(d) A¢(g) is deterministic.

(e) A¢(g, Q) is either bounded on U, or identically +00 onti U. It is bounded
if, and only if, As(g) < o0.

(f) When Ai(g) < oo, A(g,-) is continuous on rild and its upper semi-
continuous reqularization is the same as its unique extension to a continuous
function on U.

Precisely speaking, the proof of part (b) of the theorem gives the following
statement. If Uy is any face of U such that P is ergodic under {77 : z € UyNR},
then P-a.s.

Ae(g,t¢+ (L= t)n) = tAu(g,C) + (1 — ) Ae(g,m)

for all { € ri Uy, n € U and ¢t € [0, 1].

As observed above, if 0 € exU, then Ay(g,0) can be random. This does
not harm the concavity in part (b) in the totally ergodic case, but of course it
prevents continuity in ¢ up to the relative boundary of /. The situation with
continuity in ¢ € U is addressed in the next theorem in the i.i.d. case.

Theorem 2.6 Let P be an i.i.d. product measure as described in FExample 1.1
andp > d. Let g : Q¢ — R be a function such that for each 210 € RY, g(-, 21.0)
is a local function of w and a member of LP(IP).
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(a) If 0 € U, then Ay(g, () is continuous on U.

(b) If 0 € riUd and g is bounded above, then Ay(g, () is continuous on U.

(c) If 0 is on the relative boundary of U and if g is bounded above, then
A¢(g, Q) is continuous on rild, alt nonzero extreme points of U, and at any
point ¢ such that the face Uy satisfying ¢ € i Uy does not contain {0}.

In (b) and (¢) g needs to be bounded above since otherwise A;(g) = oo
and Ay(g,¢) = oo for all { € ri U.

In certain situations our proof technique can be pushed further to deal with
continuity up to faces including 0. For example, when R = {(1,0), (0, 1), (0,0)}
it is possible to show that Ay(g,¢) is continuous in ¢ € U ~ {0}.

We turn to the proofs of the theorems in this section. Recall M = max{|z| :
z € R}. Let
D,={z14+ - +2z,: 210 €R"} (2.6)

denote the set of endpoints of admissible paths of length n. To prove Theorem
2.2 we first treat rational points ¢ € . In this case we can be more liberal
with the function g and with the paths.

Theorem 2.7 Let g(-,214) € L'(P) for each z1 o € R'. Then for P-a.e. w and
simultaneously for all § € UNQ? the following holds: for any path {y,(&)}nez,
such that yn(§) — yn—1(€) € R and for some k € N, yni(§) = mk& for all
m € Zy, the limit

Ae(g,&w) = lim 0~ log B[e" D 1{X,, = ya(¢)}] (2.7)
exists in (—00,00|. For a given & € U N Q% the limit is independent of the
choice of the path {y,(§)} subject to the condition above.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. Fix £ € Q4NU, the path y,, (), and k so that y,,x (&) =
mk¢ for all m € Z,. By the Markov property

log E [e(ern)kaern)k(g), X(m+n)k = (m + n)k&} — 24, (w)
> log E[e™*Emr@) X, = mké] — 24,(w) (2.8)
+ 1OgE[enkalk(gonks), Xk = nkﬂ — 2A¢(Trnpew),

where T, acts by g o Ty(w, 21 ¢) = g(Tyw, z1,¢) and the errors are covered by
defining

Ay(w) =¢ max max max |g(T_z w, 2 e LY(P).
) =€ _gmox wax w o(T-50.510)] € L' (F)

Since g € L'(P) the random variable —logE’[e”kalk(g),Xn;€ = nké] +
2A¢(w) is P-integrable for each n. By Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem
(for example in the form in [17, Theorem 2.6, page 277])

. 1 kR
Aeg,§w) = lim s log E[e™ Fmr(9) X1 = mkg] (2.9)



Quenched Point-to-Point Free Energy 9

exists in (—oo, 0o] P-almost surely. This limit is independent of k because if k;
and ko both work and give distinct limits, then the limit along the subsequence
of multiples of k1 ks would not be defined. Let {29 be the full probability event
on which limit (2.9) holds for all ¢ € Q¢NU and k € N such that k¢ € Z4.

Next we extend limit (2.9) to the full sequence. Given n choose m so that
mk < n < (m+ 1)k. By assumption we have admissible paths from mk¢ to
yn(€) and from y, (&) to (m+ 1)k&, so we can create inequalities by restricting
the expectations to follow these path segments. For convenience let us take
k > ¢ so that Rfm_l)k(g) does not depend on the walk beyond time mk.
Then, for all w

logE[e"szr(g), X, = yn(f)]
> log B[ VERm-0x9) X, — mké, X, = yn(€)] — Aok (Thnkew)
> 10gE[€(m71)kR€m*”’“(g), Xk = mké] — (n —mk)log|R| — Aop(Trnkew)
> log E[e™Enr®) X, = mké] — klog |R| — 2ok (Thkew) (2.10)

and similarly

IOgE[e(m+1)kR€m,+1)k(g)’X(erl)k = (m+ 1)k«ﬂ
£
> IOgE[enR"(g)aXn = yn(g)} — klog |R| - 2A2k(ka§w>-

Divide by n and take n — oo in the bounds developed above. Since in general
m~1Y,, — 0 a.s. for identically distributed integrable {Y;,}, the error terms
vanish in the limit. The limit holds on the full probability subset of {2y where
the errors n_lAgk(kafw) — 0 for all £ and k. We also conclude that the limit
is independent of the choice of the path y,(§). Theorem 2.7 is proved. a

The next lemma will help in the proof of Theorem 2.2 and the LDP in
Theorem 4.1

Lemma 2.8 Let g € L. Define the paths {y,(€)} for € € Q'NU as in Theorem
2.7. Then for P-a.e. w, we have the following bound for all compact K C R?
and 6 > 0:

Tm n'log E[e" 9 1{X,,/n € K}] (2.11)

n— o0

< sup  Tm n llog B[ O1{X, =y, (9)}]  (2.12)
ceQinKsnu M0

where Ks = {¢ € RY: 3¢ € K with | — ('] < §}.
Proof Fix a nonzero 2 € R. Fix € € (0,0/(4M)) and an integer k£ > |R|(1 +

2¢)/e. There are finitely many points in k~'Dj so we can fix a single integer
b such that y,,,(&) = mb¢ for all m € Z; and € € k=1 Dy.
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We construct a path from each z € D, NnK to a multiple of a point
&(n,z) € K5 N k™'Dy. Begin by writing © = Y, 5 a.z with a. € Zy and
> .er @z =n. Let m, = [(1 4 2¢)n/k] and st = [ka./((14 2¢)n)]. Then

1 -1 -1 -1
(1——1+126)n az—%gn a, — k sg")g(l—lj%)n a.

This implies that
-1 1 5
e <1k ngn) Sl—9m: <am
z

and

’kfl Z sg”)z - nilz’ <M Z |kflsg”) —nta | <M1 - le) < g.
zZER zZER

Define a point £(n,x) € Ks Nk~ 1Dy by

En,z) = k1 Z 5™z 4 (1 — k! Z sg"))é. (2.13)

zZER zER

Since mnsgn) > a, for each z € R, the sum above describes an admissible

path of m,k — n steps from z to m,k&(n, z). For each € D,, and each n, the
number of Z steps in this path is at least

mn(k =Y s™) > muke/(1+ 2) > ne. (2.14)
zER
Next, let £, be an integer such that (¢, — 1)b < m, < ¢,b. Repeat the
steps of k&(n,x) in (2.13) £,b — m, < b times to go from m,k&(n,z) to
Lo kbE(n, ) = yo, kp(E(n, x)). Thus, the total number of steps to go from x
to £p,kb&(n,x) is r, = L,kb — n. Recall that b is a function of k alone. So
rn, < 3en for n large enough, depending on k, . Denote this sequence of steps
by u(n,z) = (u1,...,ur, ).
We develop an estimate. Abbreviate g(w) = max;, ,ere [g(w, 21,0)]-

1
—log E[e"™ @ 1{X, /n € K}]
n

— l1og Z E[e”Rﬁ(g),Xn = 1]
n ze€D,NnK

IN

1
max — logE[e(”*e)Rﬁ*f(g),Xn = :c}
rxeED,NMMK N

C'logn

+ - §(To—yw) +
max max — W
weDnﬂnKyeuﬁzoDs ng =Y n (2.15)

1 0
< Z log E[efrFoRe, () x =
- xeglnal'%(nl( n 08 [6 » Sl kb fnkbg(n’ :L')}

1N Tn
t o max 21 J(Togu 4, w) + ~, log R
1=
Cl
+ max max —g(Tp—yw) + osn

1€Dnﬂ"Ky€U£:0Ds n n
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As n — oo the limsup of the term in the third-to-last line of the above display
is bounded above, for all w, by

(1+43¢) sup  Tim n 'log E[e"™@1{X, = y.(£)}].

€eQInNKsnuU TR

The proof of (2.11) is complete once we show that a.s.

lim lim max —Zg ety et W) = 0

e=+0n—ocoxeD, N

(2.16)

. . 1
and lim lim max max —g(T,—,w)=0.
e—0n—ocoxzeD, yEUﬁngs n

To this end, observe that the order in which the steps in u(n,z) are ar-
ranged was so far immaterial. From (2.14) the ratio of zero steps to 2 steps is
at most 7, /(ne) < 3. Start path u(n,x) by alternating Z steps with blocks of
at most 3 zero steps, until Z steps and zero steps are exhausted. After that fix
an ordering R\ {0, 2} = {z1, 22, ...} and arrange the rest of the path u(n,x)
to take first all its z1 steps, then all its zo steps, and so on. This leads to the
bound

G(T bt gu,w) <4R max max i2W). 2.17

Zg( Furtefu W) | |y€z+u(nz ZGR\{O}ZQ y+ ( )

The factor 4 is for repetitions of the same g-value due to zero steps. By y €
xz + u(n,x) we mean that y is on the path starting from = and taking steps
in u(n,x). A similar bound develops for the second line of (2.16). Then the
limits in (2.16) follow from membership in £. The lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Part (a). Having proved Theorem 2.7, the next step is
to deduce the existence of A;(g, () as the limit (2.3) for irrational velocities ,
on the event of full P-probability where A,(g, &) exists for all rational £ € U.

Let ( € U. Tt comes with a convex representation { = Zzeno 8.z with
B, > 0 for 2 € Rp C R, and its path #,(¢) is defined as in (2.1). Let § =
§(¢) = miner, 8. > 0.

We approximate ¢ with rational points from coRgy. Let € > 0 and choose
§ =2 .er, @2 With o, € [0/2,1]NQ, >, a. = 1, and |, — B.] < ¢ for
all z € Rg. Let £k € N be such that ka, € N for all z € Rg. Let m,, =
|k~1(1 + 4¢/0)n| and s = kmna, — InB.| — . Then,

s /n = (1 +4¢/0)a, — B, > e > 0. (2.18)

Thus s > 0 for large enough n.
Now, starting at #,(¢) and taking each step z € R, exactly s times

arrives at km,&. Denote this sequence of steps by {u;};*,, with 7, = km,,—n <
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(4e/6)n. We wish to develop an estimate similar to those in (2.10) and (2.15),
using again g(w) = max,, ,cre¢ [g(w, 21,¢)|. Define
REM
B = . a(T. ..
(w,n,e k) = K[| max = max ;9( iz W)

+ max max 2G(T,_yw).
z€Dn yeUt_ D,

Then develop an upper bound:

logE[ekm"Rﬁmn (g)ll{kan = kmné}}

rn—1
£ ~ —
> logE[enR"(g)]l{Xn = xn(o}] - E Q(Tin(C)-i-m-i-w-i—uiw)
par (2.19)
— max  20g(T;, (¢)—yw) — (4e/0)nlog|R]

yeUt_oD;
> log E[e" 9D 1{X,, = #,(0)}] — B(w,n, e, x) — (4/8)nlog |R|.

To get the last inequality above first order the steps of the {u;} path as was
done above to go from (2.16) to (2.17). In particular, the number of zero steps
needs to be controlled. If 0 € Ry, pick a step 2 € Ro ~ {0}, and from (2.18)
obtain that, for large enough n,

(n) 9 _
S0 n((l + 46/5)(10 60) é
) = ne/2 §4(1+6)'

Thus we can exhaust the zero steps by alternating blocks of [4(1 +4/§)] zero
steps with individual Z steps. Consequently in the sum on the second line
of (2.19) we have a bound ¢(d) on the number of repetitions of individual
g-values. To realize the domination by B(w,n,¢, k) on the last line of (2.19),
pick k > ¢(d) and large enough so that ken > r, and so that {|z| < kn} covers

The point of formulating the error B(w,n, e, k) with the parameter & is to
control all the errors in (2.19) on a single event of P-measure 1, simultaneously
for all ( € U and countably many e \, 0, with a choice of rational ¢ for each
pair (¢,¢). From g € L follows that P-a.s.

lim lim n_lB(w,n, g,£) =0 simultaneously for all x € N.
eN0 n—oo

A similar argument, with m,, = [k~}(1 — 4¢/0)n] and 5 = InB.| +
b (C) — ko, gives

10gE [ekmnRﬁﬁln (g)ﬂ_{kan = kmnf}] (2 20)

<log B[e"®@1{X, = #,(0)}] + Cenlog|R| + B(w,n, &, x). '

Now in (2.19) and (2.20) divide by n, let n — oo and use the existence
of the limit A,(g,&). Since ¢ > 0 can be taken to zero, we have obtained
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the following. Ay(g,() exists as the limit (2.3) for all ( € U on an event of
P-probability 1, and

Ae(g,€) = Jlim Ad(9,;), (2.21)

whenever &; is a sequence of rational convex combinations of Ry whose coef-
ficients converge to the coefficients 3, of (.

At this point the value Ay(g,() appears to depend on the choice of the
convex representation ( = ZZERO B.z. We show that each choice gives the
same value Ay(g,() as a particular fixed representation. Let I/ be the unique
face containing ¢ in its relative interior and R = R NU. Then we can fix a
convex representation ¢ = > 5 B,z with 8, > 0 for all z € R. As above,
let &, be rational points from coRy such that &, — (. The fact that  can
be expressed as a convex combination of R forces Ry C U, and consequently
&, € U. By Lemma A.1, there are two rational convex representations &, =
Doiery 052 = ) cp 0Lz with af — B, and af — .. By Theorem 2.7 the
value A;(g,&,) is independent of the convex representation of &,. Hence the
limit in (2.21) shows that representations in terms of Ro and in terms of R
lead to the same value Ay(g, ().

Part (b). With the limit (2.3) in hand, limit (2.4) and the variational
formula (2.5) follow from Lemma 2.8 with K = U{. Theorem 2.2 is proved. 0O

Next we prove the statements about the randomness of Ay.

Proof of Theorem 2.4 Fix a face Uy and let Ry = RNUy. If € is a rational point
in ri Uy, we can write & = ZZGRU oz with a, > 0 rational for all z € Ry;
this is a consequence of Lemma A.1 of [26]. Let k¥ > 1 be an integer such
that ka, € Z for each z. Let z € Ry. There is a path of kK — 1 steps from
(m — 1)k& + z to mk&. Proceed as was done in (2.10) to reach

1
Ael9:€) = lim —log B[e"Hr9), X, = mhe | X1 = 2]

m—oo TN

> Jim - log E{e«mfl)kﬂm{m,l)kﬂ<g>7

X(m—l)k+1 = (m — 1)]{35 + z

X1 = Zi|
= Al(gvg) © Tz

Thus A(g,€) is T.-invariant for each z € Ry so by ergodicity A.(g,£) is
deterministic. This holds for P-a.e. w simultaneously for all rational ¢ € ri Uj.
Since A¢(g, -) at irrational points of ri Uy can be obtained through (2.21) from
its values at rational points, the claim follows for all ¢ € ri Uj. O

Now we prove the claims regarding the regularity of Ay.

Proof of Theorem 2.5 Part (a). Convexity of Ay in g follows from Holder’s
inequality.
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Part (b). First we establish concavity for rational points in ri U via the
Markov property. For t € Q N [0,1] and ¢,¢” € Q¢ Nri U choose k so that
kt € Zy, kt¢' € 74, and k(1 —t)¢"” € Z2. Then, as in (2.8),

log B "Rk (9), X, = mh(tg’ + (1~ 1)¢")]

> logE[em’“ankt(g),kat = mktf’} (2.22)

+log B {emk(l*t)RﬁLk(l—t)(gOkatg’), Xpnk(1—t) = mk(1 — t)«f”}
— 2A4(kat§/w).

Divide by mk and let m — oco. Onri U Ag(g,-) is deterministic (Theorem 2.4),
hence the second logarithmic moment generating function on the right of (2.22)
converges to its limit at least in probability, hence a.s. along a subsequence.
In the limit we get

Ae(g, 1€ + (1 = 1)€") > tAu(9, &) + (1 = ) Ae(g,£"). (2.23)

Now, let ( = s¢’'+(1—3s)¢", s € (0,1). ¢’ is written as a convex combination
of a set R{, with positive coefficients. Similarly for ¢”’. Then ¢ is written in
terms of Ro = R{ U Ry, also with positive coefficients. Pick rational t — s,
& with coefficients in R{, converging to those of ¢’, and similarly for ¢"’. Then
the coefficients of € = t&' + (1 — t)¢” in Ry converge to those of ¢. Concavity
of A¢(g,-) on rationals implies then concavity on U, via the limit in (2.21).

In the totally ergodic case Theorem 2.4 implies that A (g, ¢) is deterministic
on all of U, except possibly at ¢ = 0 if this is an extreme point of U. If 0 is
among {&’,&"”} then take ¢ = 0 in (2.22), so that, as the limit is taken to go
from (2.22) to (2.23), we can take advantage of the deterministic limit A (g, &)
for the shifted term on the right of (2.22). Thus, (2.23) holds for all ¢, ¢ € U.
The subsequent limit to non-rational points proceeds as above.

Part (c). Here we deal with the lower semicontinuity of Ay(g,{) in ¢ € U.
Fix ¢ and pick U > (; — ¢ that achieves the liminf of A,(g,-) at ¢. Since R is
finite, one can find a further subsequence that always stays inside the convex
hull Uy of some set Ry C R of at most d + 1 affinely independent vectors.
Then, ( € Uy and we can write the convex combinations ( = ZZERO B,z
and (; = > cpr, ﬂgj)z. Furthermore, as before, ﬂgj) — [, as j — oo. Let
Ro={z € Ro:fB. >0} and define § = min_ 5 5. > 0.

Fixe € (0,9/2) and take j large enough so that |ﬂ£j)fﬂz| < eforall z € Ry.
Let m,, = [(1+4g/6)n] and s = [m, 89 | + 67 (¢;) — [nB.] — b (C) for
z€Ry. (If B, = ) — 0, then simply set s = 0.) Then, for n large enough,
s > 0 for each z € Rg. Now, proceed as in the proof of (2.21), by finding
a path from &,({) to &m, ({;). After taking n — oo, j — oo, then ¢ — 0, we
arrive at

lim  Ag(g,¢") > A(g,0).
USCI—¢
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Remark 2.9 We can see here why upper semicontinuity (and hence continuity
to the boundary) may in principle not hold: constructing a path from ¢; to ¢
is not necessarily possible since (; may have non-zero components on Rg \ Ryg.

Part (d). Lower semicontinuity implies that the supremum of A,(g, ¢) over
¢ € U is the same as that over ¢ € ri Y. (¢) now follows from this and the fact
that As(g, () is deterministic in ri U.

Part (e). If Ay(g) = oo then there exists a sequence (, € ri i such that
A¢(g,Cn) — 00. One can assume ¢, — ¢ € U. Let ¢’ be any point in ri Y. Pick
t € (0,1) small enough for ¢/ = (¢' —t¢,)/(1 —t) to be in ri U for n large
enough. Then,

Aé(gacl) > t/l[(gacn) + (1 _t)/lf(gac;zl)

Since Ay(g,-) is bounded below on U, taking n — oo in the above display
implies that A,(g, () = oo.

Part (f). As a finite, concave function A,(g, ) is continuous on the convex
open set 11 U. By [27, Theorem 10.3], A¢(g, -) has a unique continuous extension
from the relative interior to the whole of U. To see that this agrees with the
upper semicontinuous regularization, consider this general situation.

Let f be a bounded lower semicontinuous function on i that is concave
in ri U. Let g be the continuous extension of f|.; and h the upper semi-
continuous regularization of f on U. For x on the relative boundary find
rid 5 x, — x. Then g(x) = limg(z,) = lim f(z,) > f(x) and so f < g and
consequently h < g. Also g(x) = limg(z,) = lim f(x,) = limh(z,) < h(x)
and so g < h. a

3 Proof of the continuity of the quenched point to point free energy

The proof of Theorem 2.6 is somewhat lengthy so we separate it in its own
section. This continuity argument was inspired by the treatment of the case
R = {e1,...,eq} in [20] and [13]. We begin with a lemma that gives LP
continuity of the free energy in the potential g.

Lemma 3.1 Let Uy be a face of U (the choice Uy = U is allowed), and let
Ro =R NUy so that Uy = coRy. Assume 0 & Uy. Then an admissible n-step
path from 0 to a point in nldy cannot visit the same point twice.

(a) Let h > 0 be a measurable function on 2 with the ro-separated i.i.d.
property. Then there is a constant C = C(ro,d, M) such that, P-almost surely,

n—1 00
Jm e 0T S HTw) <C [Pz @)
Trp—xr-1€Ro0 k=0

If h € LP(P) for some p > d then the right-hand side of (3.1) is finite by
Chebyshev’s inequality.
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(b) Let f,g: Q2 — R be measurable functions with the ro-separated i.i.d.
property. Then with the same constant C as in (3.1)
n~! 1ogE[e”Rﬁ(f)ll{Xn = fcn(C)H

lim sup
n— o0 <eu0

ot IOgE[enRi(g)ﬂ{Xn = 2n(()}] ‘ (3.2)

o0 1/d
< C/ P{w : max | f(w,z10) — g(w, z1,0)] > s} ds.
0

Zlyz€RE
Assume additionally that f(-,214), g(-,21.0) € LP(P) Vz1, € R* for some

p>d. Then f,g € L and for ¢ € Uy the limits Ay(f,C) and A¢(g,C) are finite
and deterministic and satisfy

sup [40(£,€) ~ Au(g, Q)] < CE[ max |f(w,210) ~ gl 0| (33)
CEU 21 0ER?

Strengthen the assumptions further with 0 ¢ U. Then Ay(f) and Ae(g) are
finite and deterministic and satisfy

Ae(f) = Alg)] < CE[ max |f(w,210) = glw, 210 |- (3.4)

Zlyz€R[

Proof If x € nldy and = = Y| | z; gives an admissible path to z, then nle =

n~1Y " | 2z gives a convex representation of n~'z € Uy which then cannot
use points z € R\ Rp. By the assumption 0 ¢ Uy, points from Ry cannot sum
to 0 and consequently a loop in an Ro-path is impossible.

Part (a). We can assume that ro > M = max{|z| : z € R}. We bound
the quantity on the left of (3.1) with a greedy lattice animal [8,12,19] after a
suitable coarse graining of the lattice. Let B = {0,1,...,79 — 1}¢ be the cube
whose copies {roy + B : y € Z4} tile the lattice. Let A,, denote the set of
connected subsets ¢ of Z¢ of size n that contain the origin (lattice animals).

Since the x’s are distinct,

n—1 n—1
Z Ty w) = Z Z Z Lwr=roy+uy M(Troy+uw)
k=0

ueB yGZd k=0

< Z Z ]]'{ZUynflﬂ(Toy-l-B);é(Z)}h(TquTUyw)

uEByeZd
< max g R(Tystroyw)-
CAL(d—
uer @1 =%

The last step works as follows. Define first a vector yo,—1 € (Z9)" from the
conditions x; € roy; + B, 0 < i < n. Since rg is larger than the maximal step
size M, |yi+1 — vi| o, < 1. Points y; and y;11 may fail to be nearest neighbors,
but by filling in at most d — 1 intermediate points we get a nearest-neighbor
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sequence. This sequence can have repetitions and can have fewer than n(d—1)
entries, but it is contained in some lattice animal £ of n(d — 1) lattice points.

We can assume that the right-hand side of (3.1) is finite. This and the fact
that {h(Tytreyw) : y € Z} are i.i.d. allows us to apply limit (1.7) of Theorem
1.1 in [19]: for a finite constant ¢ and P-a.s.

n—1 00
T ~1 _ 1/d
nl;rrgo Jnax . n E hTy,w) < |B|(d 1)0/0 P{h > s} /“ds.
Tp—xr—1€Ro k=0

With the volume |B| = r¢ this gives (3.1).

Part (b). Write f = g+(f—g) in the exponent to get an estimate, uniformly
in ( € Uy:

nt 1ogE[e"Ri(f)ﬂ{Xn = fn(g)}]
<n! 1ogE[e”Rﬁ(g)ﬂ{Xn = in(C)H

- (3.5)
+ Iornnf})ili n_l Z |f(TIkw) Zk"rl,k"re) - g(kawa Zk-‘rl,k-i—é)l .
Th—Tp-1E€R0 k=0

Switch the roles of f and g to get a bound on the absolute difference. Apply
part (a) to get (3.2).

By Lemma A.4 of [26] the LP assumption with p > d implies that f,g € L.
Finiteness of Ay(f,¢) comes from (3.2) with g = 0. Chebyshev’s inequality
bounds the right-hand side of (3.2) with the right-hand side of (3.3).

To get (3.4) start with (3.5) without the indicators inside the expectations
and with Rg replaced by R. O

Proof of Theorem 2.6 By Lemma A.4 of [26] the LP assumption with p > d
implies that g € £. By Lemma 3.1 in case (a), and by the upper bound
assumption in the other cases, A;(g) < oo. Thereby Ay(g,-) is bounded on U
and continuous on ri U (Theorem 2.5). Since A¢(g, -) is lower semicontinuous,
it suffices to prove upper semicontinuity at the relative boundary of U.

We begin by reducing the proof to the case of a bounded g. We can ap-
proximate g in L? with a bounded function. In part (a) we can apply (3.3) to
Uy = U. Then the uniformity in ¢ of (3.3) implies that it suffices to prove up-
per semicontinuity in the case of bounded g. In parts (b) and (c) g is bounded
above to begin with. Assume that upper semicontinuity has been proved for
the bounded truncation g. = g V c. Then

lim A(g,¢") < lim Ae(ge, ) < Ae(ge, C).
&5 &oe

In cases (b) and (c) the unique face Uy that contains ¢ in its relative interior
does not contain 0, and we can apply (3.3) to show that A,(g.,() decreases
to A¢(g, ) which proves upper semicontinuity for g. We can now assume g is
bounded, and by subtracting a constant we can assume g < 0.
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We only prove upper semicontinuity away from the extreme points of U.
The argument for the extreme points of U is an easier version of the proof.

Pick a point ¢ on the boundary of ¢ that is not an extreme point. Let Uy
be the unique face of U such that ¢ € ri Uy. Let Rg = RNUy. Then Uy = co Ry
and any convex representation ¢ = > .z of ( can only use z € Ro [27,
Theorems 18.1 and 18.3].

The theorem follows if we show that for any fixed 6 > 0 and £ € Q*NU
close enough to ¢ and for k € N such that k¢ € Z¢,

lim p{ Z oMk Ry (9) > emk(Ae(g,C)Hog\R|)+6mk5} =0. (3.6)

m—0o0
T0,mk+£E M mk, mke
Here Iluimre is the set of admissible paths xg mrye such that o = 0 and
Tk = mk&. It is enough to approach ¢ from outside Uy because continuity on
ri Uy is guaranteed by concavity, itself a consequence of the total ergodicity
(Theorem 2.5(f)) of the i.i.d. P. Fix 6 > 0.
Since 0 ¢ Uy we can find a vector @ € Z? such that z -4 > 0 for z € Ry.

Vo

v
V1 /
— 7 s p
U U1 -7 [PN-1 Uy
/

Fig. 3.1 Path segments in shaded regions are bad, the other segments are good. v; = X,
and v, = X_/. Steps going up and to the right represent steps in Ro.

Given a path zg mr+e let so = 0 and, if it exists, let s > 0 be its first
regeneration time: this is the first time i € [0, mk| such that z; - o < x; - @ for
J <, Zit1,i4e € Ré, and ;-4 >z - for j e i+ +1,...,mk+ ¢} If
s does not exist then we set s{, = mk + ¢ and stop at that. Otherwise, if s,
exists, then let

51 = min{j E(Sa,mk + f) 1 zjr1 € Ro
or 3i € (j + 1, mk + ¢] such that z; - & < xj11 - u}.

If such a time does not exist, then we set s; = 8§ = mk+/ and stop. Otherwise,
define 51 < s} < s2 < 5 < --- inductively. Path segments Ty s, are good
and segments x, 5/ are bad (the paths in the gray blocks in Figure 3.1). Good
segments have length at least £ and consist of only Ry-steps, and distinct good
segments lie in disjoint slabs (a slab is a portion of Z¢ between two hyperplanes
perpendicular to ).

Time mk + ¢ may belong to an incomplete bad segment and then in the
above procedure the last time defined was sy < mk + £ for some N > 0 and
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we set sy = mk + £, or to a good segment in which case the last time defined
was Slel < mk for some N > 1 and we set sy = s’N = mk -+ ¢. There are N
good segments and N + 1 bad segments, when we admit possibly degenerate
first and last bad segments Tso,s) and Tsy s (a degenerate segment has no
steps). Except possibly for Ts,,s, and Tsy o, each bad segment has at least
one (R \ Ro)-step.

Lemma 3.2 Given € > 0, we can choose £y € (0,¢) such that if |£ — | < eo,
then the total number of steps in the bad segments in any path in Il mie 15
at most Cemk for a constant C'. In particular, N < Cemk.

Proof Given € > 0 we can find g9 > 0 such that if | — (| < &o, then any
convex representation § = > a.z of { satisfies 3°_ . . <e. (Otherwise
we can let £ — (¢ and in the limit ¢ would possess a convex representation
with positive weight on R \ Ry.) Consequently, if o mite¢ € Imk,mre and
|€ — ¢| < g the number of (R \ Rg)-steps in g mi+e is bounded by emk + ¢.

Hence it is enough to show that in each bad segment, the number of Rg-
steps is at most a constant multiple of (R ~ Rp)-steps. So consider a bad
segment s, . If s, = mk + ¢ it can happen that Tt - U < maxs, <j<s! Lj - .
In this case we add more steps from R and increase s so that

Ty -0 = max x;- . (3.7)
‘ 5:<j<s;]

This only makes things worse by increasing the number of Ry-steps. We pro-
ceed now by assuming (3.7).

Fig. 3.2 Illustration of the stopping times «;, 8;, and 7;. Note how the immediate back-
tracking at v; makes ag =1 and B2 = az + 1.

Start with 79 = s;. Let

a; = s; A inf{n >~y : 3j > n such that x; - 4 < x,, - 4}.
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We first control the number of Ro-steps in the segment z,,41,q,. The segment
Zyo+1,a1—1 cannot contain more than ¢ — 1 Ry-steps in a row because any /-
string of Ry-steps would have begun the next good segment. Thus, the number
of Ro-steps in zyy+1,q, is bounded by (£/—1) x (the number of (R \ Ro)-steps)
+ £. Suppose a; = s}, in other words, we already exhausted the entire bad
segment. Since a bad segment contains at least one (R Rg)-step we are done:
the number of Rg-steps is bounded by 2¢ times the number of (R \ Ry)-steps.
So let us suppose a1 < s; and continue with the segment Ty ,s -
Let
fr=inf{n >y :z, 4 <o, -} < 8

be the time of the first backtrack after oy and

y =inf{n > pi:x, -0 > o max - U}
the time when the path gets at or above the previous maximum. Due to (3.7),
7 < s

We claim that in the segment x,, -, the number of positive steps (in the
Gi-direction) is at most a constant times the number of nonpositive steps. Since
Ro-steps are positive steps while all nonpositive steps are (R \ Ry)-steps, this
claim gives the dominance (number of Ro-steps) < C' x (number of (R \Rg)-
steps).

To see the claim, observe that at time 3; the segment z,, ,, visits a point
at or below its starting level but ends up at a new maximum level at time
v1- Ignore the part of the last step z,, that takes the path above the previous
maximum maxXq,<;<g, £j - 4. Then each negative unit increment in the -
direction is matched by at most two positive unit increments. Up to constant
multiples, counting unit increments is the same as counting steps. (See Figure
3.2)

Since the segment z., 4, must have at least one (R \ Ro)-step, we have
shown that the number of Ry-steps in the segment z.,, -, is bounded above by
2(C Vv £) x (number of (R ~\ Rg)-steps). Now repeat the previous argument,
beginning at ;. Eventually the bad segment x, 5 is exhausted. a

Let v denote the collection of times 0 = s < s < 51 < 8] < 82 < 85 <
s < SN-1 < Shy_q < sn < sy = mk + {, positions v; = xg,;, V) = Ty, and
the steps in bad path segments USL( = Zs;+1,s,- S0 = S means 1 is empty.
We use the following simple fact below. There exists a function h(e) \, 0
such that, for all € > 0 and n > ng(e), (") < e™"©). (Stirling’s formula shows

that ng(e) = e~! works.)

Lemma 3.3 With ¢ > 0 fixed in Lemma 3.2, and with m large enough, the
number of vectors v is at most C(mk)clemkh(s), where the function h satisfies
h(e) = 0 as e — 0.

Proof Recall N < Cemk for a constant C' coming from Lemma 3.2. We take
¢ > 0 small enough so that Ce < 1/2. A vector v is determined by the following
choices.
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(i) The times {s;, s} }o<i<n can be chosen in at most

Cemk mk mk
g (2 ) < COmk (CE k) < COmke ways

N=1

(i) The steps in the bad segments, in a total of at most |R|“=™ < emkh()

ways.

(iii) The path increments {v; —v}_; }1<i<n across the good segments. Their
number is also bounded by C/(mk)ce™*h(=),

The argument for (iii) is as follows. For each finite Ro-increment y €
{z1+ -4z : k € N z1,...,2 € Ro}, fix a particular representation
Y =D .cr, az(y)2, identified by the vector a(y) = (a.(y)) € ZI%°. The num-
ber of possible endpoints 7 = Zizil(vi —v}_,) is at most C(emk)? because
|mk& — mk(| < mke and the total number of steps in all bad segments is at
most Cemk. Each possible endpoint 1 has at most C(mk)/R0l representations
n= Zzeno b,z with (b,) € Zf" because projecting to © shows that each b, is
bounded by C'mk. Thus there are at most C(mk) vectors (b,) € ZX° that
can represent possible endpoints of the sequence of increments. Each such vec-
tor b = (b,) can be decomposed into a sum of increments b = Zf;l a® in at

most Rol
H b, + N - Cmk + Cemk\ '™ < gmkh(e)
N - Cemk -
zERo

ways. (Note that (“‘gb) is increasing in both a and b.) So all in all there are

C(mk)ete™ () possible sequences {a()};<;<y of increments in the space Z/%°
that satisfy

N
Z Z ag)z = for a possible endpoint 7.
zERp 1=1

Map {’Ui — ’U;fl}lgigz\[ to {a(vi — ’Ugfl)}lgiSN- This mapping is 1-1. The
image is one of the previously counted sequences {a(i)}lgig ~ because

N

S Y —v)e =33 v —viy)e = 3 (v~ viy) =0

ZER =1 i=1 2R i=1

We conclude that there are at most C'(mk)“ e™*(¢) sequences {v;—v/_, }1<i<n
of increments across the good segments. Point (iii) has been verified.
Multiplying counts (i)—(iii) proves the lemma. O

Let H:;mk,mkf denote the paths in I, mre that are compatible with v,
that is, paths that go through space-time points (zs,, si), (4, s;) and take the
specified steps in the bad segments. The remaining unspecified good segments
connect (g ,8;_1) to (xs,,s;) with Ro-steps, for 1 <i < N.

i—1"
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Fix £ > 0 small enough so that for large m, C(mk)ce™*"(€) < ¢k Then
our goal (3.6) follows if we show

lim ZP{ Z eER(9) > emk(Ag(g,C)Jrlog\R|)+5mk6} —0. (3.8)

m—r 00
To,mk €I 4 ke

Vo 2
v UN vy
vy _ Wy
— 7 _v - - N-1
" vy -7 [UN-1 U
/ "
Ch) vy
/!
0

Fig. 3.3 Illustration of the construction. The shaded bad slabs of environments are deleted.
The white good slabs are joined together and shifted so that the good path segments connect.
So for example points v1 and v} on the left are identified as v}’ on the right.

Given a vector v and an environment w define a new environment wY
by deleting the bad slabs and shifting the good slabs so that the good path
increments {v; —v}_; }1<i<n become connected. First for z-4 < 0 and = -4 >

ij:_ol (vj+1 — v}) - @ sample wy fresh (this part of space is irrelevant). For a

point = in between pick ¢ > 0 such that

%

i1
Z(vj —vi ) u<z-u< Z(vj — Vi) U
j=1

j=1

and put y = Z;Zl(vj —vj_y). Then set wy = wyr iz y-
For a fixed v, each path zomk+e € 11} .1e 18 mapped in a 1-1 fashion to
a new path x‘Ol‘r(v)-',-é—l as follows. Set

Given time point ¢t € {0,...,7(v) + ¢ — 1} pick ¢ > 0 such that

7 1+1
Z(Sj —sj) <t< Z(Sj = 85_1).
Jj=1 j=1
Then with s = Zézo(s; —sj) and u = Zj‘:o(”é‘ —vj) set &y = w445 — u. This

mapping of w and g m,k+¢ moves the good slabs of environments together with
the good path segments so that wjv = wa, . (See Figure 3.3.) The sum of the
good increments that appeared in Lemma 3.3 is now

N-1 N-1 N

T rar = Toy — S0 —v;) = vy — S (0] —v;) = S (v —0f_y).

Jj=0 j=0 j=1



Quenched Point-to-Point Free Energy 23

Define n(v) € Uy by
vy = T(V)n(v).
Observe that [7(v) — mk| and |27 ) — mk{| are (essentially) bounded by
the total length of the bad segments and hence by Cemk. Moreover, due to
total ergodicity Ay(g, ) is concave on Uy and hence continuous in its interior.

Thus, we can choose € > 0 small enough so that
mkAi(g, ) +mkd > 7(v)Au(g,n(v))-
(3.8) would then follow if we show

' mkR’,,.(9) T(V)(A/z(gm(V))HOg\R|)+3mk5} _
mlgnoo ZP{ Z e W9 > e 0.

v
To,mk 6H7nk,7nk£

This, in turn, follows from showing

im SR{ 3 O @
m— 00
v o,mk €I 1 ke (3.9)

> oM (Ae(gn(v)+log |R|)+2mks } —0.

To justify the step to (3.9), first delete all terms from
mk—1
mER,(9) = Y 9(Te,w, Zip1,i40)
i=0
that depend on w or (z;) outside of good slabs. Since g < 0 this goes in the right
direction. The remaining terms can be written in the form 3, g(Thuyw", 27, ;1))
for a certain subset of indices ¢ € {0,...,7(v) —1}. Then add in the terms for
the remaining indices to capture the entire sum
T(v)—1
¢
T(V)R'r(v) (9)(w", zg,r(v)Jrl) = Z Q(szwva Z41,i4e)-
i=0

The terms added correspond to terms that originally straddled good and bad
segments. Hence since g is local in its dependence on both w and z; » there
are at most Cemk such terms. Since g is bounded, choosing € small enough
allows us to absorb all such terms into one mkd error.

Observing that w" has the same distribution as w, adding more paths in
the sum inside the probability, and recalling that |7(v) —mk| < Cmke, we see
that it is enough to prove

: T(V)RE (4 (9) T(V)(Ae(g,n(V))JrlogIR\)+T(V)6} _
mlgnoo ZP{ Z e WY > 0.
v Z0,7(v) €Ll (v) 7 (v)n(v)

By Lemma 3.3, concentration inequality Lemma B.1, and 7(v) > mk/2,
the sum of probabilities above is bounded by C(mk)eemkh(e)=Bs*mk/2 <
C(mk)ere=@1=rE)Em for another small positive constant 6;. Choosing & small
enough shows convergence to 0 exponentially fast in m.

We have verified the original goal (3.6) and thereby completed the proof

of Theorem 2.6. O
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4 Quenched large deviations and entropy representation of the free
energy

Standing assumptions for this section are R C Z< is finite and (2, &, P, {T}, :
z € G}) is a measurable ergodic dynamical system. We begin with those results
that do not need further assumptions on P, first the quenched large deviation
principle for the walk under the polymer measures. The theorem below assumes
Ag¢(g) finite; recall Remark 2.3 for conditions that guarantee this.

We employ the following notation for lower semicontinuous regularization
of a function of several variables:

F@) (g o) =lim inf F(z,y),
( y) N0 z:|z—z|<T ( y)

and analogously for upper semicontinuous regularization.

Theorem 4.1 Let £ > 0 and let g : 2 x R* — R. Assume g € L and that
A¢(g) is finite. Then for P-a.e. w, the distributions Q%“{X, /n € -} on R?
satisfy an LDP with rate function

19(¢) = Adlg) = 479 (9.). (4.1)
This means that the following bounds hold:

1i_>_m ntlog QI {X,/n€ A} < — Cinzfqlg(g“) for closed A C R?
n—o0 S

4.2
and lim n~'log Q9“{X,/n € O} > —CingIg(C) for open O C R, (4.2)
€

n— o0
Rate function 19 : R — [0, 00] is convez, and on U also finite and continuous.

Proof of Theorem 4.1 Let O C R? be open, and ¢ € U N O. Then #,(¢) € nO
for large n.

lim ™" log Q% {X,./n € O}

n—00

> lim {nl logE[enRﬂr(g)ﬂ{Xn =2,(Q)}] —n~" logE[eanL(g)} }

= Au(g,¢) — Au(g).

A supremum over an open set does not feel the difference between a function
and its upper semicontinuous regularization, and so we get the lower large
deviation bound:

lim 0~ log Q4 {X,./n € O} = — inf {Ai(g) — 47"(9.O)}.

n—oo

For a closed set K C R? and § > 0 Lemma 2.8 implies
lim n~'log Q4“{X, K} < —lim inf {A,(g) — A
S n~ log @ {Xn/n € K} < — lim inf {44(g) — Ae(g, C)}

< —lim inf {A,(g) — AP
<l inf {4e(g) — 479, O}

_ _Cigjf({/u(g) — AP(g,Q)}-
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The last limit § N\, 0 follows from the compactness of . Properties of 19 follow
from Theorem 2.5(b) and (f). O

Remark 4.2 Since the rate function 9 is convex, it is the convex dual of the
limiting logarithmic moment generating function

o(t) = lim n ' log E9W" (e"%n) = Ag(g +t- z1) — Au(g)

n—roo

on R?. This gives the identity

~ A9, 0) = sup{C- b= A(g - 2))- (4.3)

As a corollary of Theorem 4.1, we state a level 1 LDP for RWRE (see
Example 1.4).

Corollary 4.3 Let d > 1. Consider RWRE on Z% in an ergodic environment
with a finite set R C 7% of admissible steps. Assume g(w,z) = logp.(w) is a
member of L. Then there exists a continuous, convex rate function I : U —
[0,00) such that, for P-a.e. w, the distributions Q“{X,/n € -} on U satisfy
an LDP with rate I. For ¢ € rild, I({) is the limit of point probabilities:

I(¢) = = lim n"tog Q5 {X, = i)} as. (4.4)

With either a compact 2 or an i.i.d. directed setting, the LDP of Theorem
4.1 can be obtained by contraction from the higher level LDPs of [26]. This is
the route to linking A,(g,¢) with entropy. First we define the entropy.

The joint evolution of the environment and the walk give a Markov chain
(Tx,,w, Zyn+1n+e) on the state space Q; = 2 x RE. Elements of Qp are denoted
by n = (w, z1,¢). The transition kernel is

pe(n, Stn) = ‘—71” for z€ R and n = (w, z1¢) € Qs (4.5)

where the transformations ST are defined by SF(w,z10) = (Tk,w, (22,4, 2))-
An entropy Hy that is naturally associated to this Markov chain and reflects
the role of the background measure is defined as follows. Let po denote the
f2-marginal of a probability measure u € M1 (£2¢). Define

Holy) = inf{H (pu x q|px pe) : q € Q) with pg = p} if po <P,
¢ 0 otherwise.

(4.6)

The infimum is over Markov kernels ¢ on €2, that fix p. Inside the braces the
familiar relative entropy is

A , S
H(px qlpx pe) = / > " q(n. i) log atr +77) p(dn). (4.7)
o 5 pe(n, Sn)
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Obviously q(n, STn) is not the most general Markov kernel on €2,. But the
entropy cannot be finite unless the kernel is supported on shifts S, so we
might as well restrict to this case. Hy : M;(2¢) — [0,00] is convex. (The
argument for this can be found at the end of Section 4 in [25].)

The quenched free energy has this variational characterization for g € £
(Theorem 2.3 in [26]):

Alg)=  swp  {E"[min(g,c)] — He()}. (4.8)
HEM 1 (§2,),c>0

Our goal is to find such characterizations for the point-to-point free energy.

Theorem 4.4 Fiz {>1 and let g : Qy — R. Assume g € L and that Ai(g) is
finite. Assume that {2 is a compact metric space. Then for ( € ri

Ae(g,¢) = sup {E£"[min(g, )] — He(n) ). (4.9)
PEM(Q):EH*[Z1]=(¢
c>0
For ¢ e U ~ril, (4.9) is valid under the following assumption: P is ergodic
under the smaller set of shifts {T, : z € Ry}, where Rog = Uy N R and Uy is
the unique face of U such that ¢ € ri Up.

Proof With {2 assumed compact, Theorem 3.1 of [26] gives a quenched LDP
for the distributions Q%“{R! € -} of the empirical measure R’ defined by
(2.2), with rate function

Isc(p)
152 = (inf{He(w) — E*[gAcl}) + Adlg). (4.10)

The contraction principle of large deviation theory [9, Theorem 4.2.1] then
recovers the LDP in Theorem 4.1 and gives this representation for the rate
function I9:

)
19(0) = inf inf { Hy (1) — E*[g A A

(©) uGMl(ﬂg)l:E“[Zl]:C(égo{ o) — B*g C]}) +4u(9)

= ( inf (Ho(u) — B[ /\c]})lSC(O—i—A( )n
pemy@ B zi= g v (4.11)

c>0
use(C)
=—( sw o {Bgnd-Hw}) +Adg)
HEMi (920):BH(21]=C
c>0

In the second equality above, compact sublevel sets of the higher level rate
function (simply a consequence of assuming 2 compact) and the continuity of
w— E*[Zq] allow us to take the lower semicontinuous regularization outside
the contraction.

Comparing (4.1) with the above gives

use(¢)
) . (4.12)

470 = (s {Emin(g,0)] - He(w)}
HEM1(Q):EF[Z1]=C
c>0
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For ¢ € ri U the upper semicontinuous regularizations can be dropped. On
the left we have continuity on ri U by the concavity from Theorem 2.5(b). On
the right one can check by hand that sup,. o{ E*[g/Ac]—H¢(p)} is concave in p,
and this concavity extends to the function of ¢ defined by the supremum over
w. The function inside the parentheses is bounded above by (4.11) because
19(¢) > 0. It is bounded below because we can take any probability measure
a on R with expectation ¢, and then u =P ® a®’ is an admissible argument
in the supremum. Thus on the right too we have a finite concave function of
¢ and hence continuous on the relative interior.

Next we extend the result to the relative boundary of ¢/, with the additional
assumption of ergodicity of P.

Suppose first that ¢ is an extreme point of Y. Then ( = Z € R, Ro = {Z},
and the unique path to Z,(2) = nZ uses only Z-steps. (4.9) is proved by
comparing the left and right sides. By ergodicity, A¢(g, 2) = Eg(w, (Z,...,2))+
log pz. On the right E#[Z;] = Z forces u to be supported on 2x {(Z,...,2)}. A
kernel that fixes p can only use the shift T3, and g must be T:-invariant. By
ergodicity of P under T3, T:-invariance and pg < P imply that po = P. Thus
on the right in (4.9) the only measure is 4 = P ® d(z, . z), and the equality
holds.

In the remaining case Uy is the unique face such that { € ri Uy. Then
Uy = co Ry where Ry = Uy N'R, and any path to &, (¢) will use only Rg-steps.
This case reduces to the one already proved, because all the quantities in (4.9)
are the same as those in a new model where R is replaced by Ry and then
U is replaced by Up. (Except for the extra terms coming from renormalizing
the restricted jump kernel {p.}.er,.) For example, E#[Z;] = ( forces u to be
supported on 2 x Rf, and consequently any kernel ¢(n, SFn) that fixes u is
supported on shifts by z € Ry. O

.....

The assumption ¢ > 1 in Theorem 4.4 guarantees that the expectation
E*[Z] makes sense for p € M;(€). Since g can be composed with a projec-
tion this assumption is not a restriction on g.

Remark 4.5 We emphasize that the restriction to compact {2 in Theorem 4.4
is entirely due to the fact that Theorem 3.1 of [26] gives only a weak quenched
LDP (weak in the sense that the upper bound is valid only for compact sets).
Thus to obtain the rate function I9 of (4.1) as a contraction we assume {2
compact. This is unsatisfactory because for the simplest directed polymer with
unbounded potential we would like to use a non-compact {2 such as RZ",
Fortunately in the most important case, namely i.i.d. directed, the LDP of
[26] is a full LDP, and we can drop the compactness assumption. We turn to
this case.

Let 2 = I'" be a product space with shifts {7} and P an i.i.d. product
measure as in Example 1.1. Assume 0 ¢ U. Then the free energies Ay(g)
and A¢(g,¢) are deterministic (that is, the P-a.s. limits are independent of
the environment w) and Ag(g, () is a continuous, concave function of ¢ € U.
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Assume also that I is a separable metric space, and that & is the product of
Borel o-algebras, thereby also the Borel o-algebra of (2.

To utilize convex analysis we put the space M of finite Borel measures
on 2 in duality with Cp,(€2/), the space of bounded continuous functions on
Qy, via integration: (f, ) = [ fdp. Give M the weak topology generated by
Cy(Qy). Metrize Cy(€2¢) with the supremum norm. The limit definition (2.3)
shows that A¢(g) and A.(g, ¢) are Lipschitz in g, uniformly in ¢. Hy is extended
to M by setting Hy(u) = oo for measures p that are not probability measures.

For g € C,(2) (4.8) says that Ay(g) = H/(g), the convex conjugate of Hy.
The double convex conjugate

Hy™ (p) = Ap(p) = e ){E“[f] —A(f)}, e Mau(S2), (4.13)

is equal to the lower semicontinuous regularization H l}sc of Hy (Propositions 3.3
and 4.1 in [11] or Theorem 5.18 in [24]). Since relative entropy is lower semi-
continuous, (4.6) implies that

Hy*(n) = He(p)  for pp € Mq(€2¢) such that po < P. (4.14)

There is a quenched LDP for the distributions Q%“{R!, € -}, where R, is
the emprirical measure defined in (2.2). The rate function of this LDP is H;*
(Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 of [26]).

The reader may be concerned about considering the P-a.s. defined func-
tionals Ay(g) or A¢(g, ) on the possibly non-separable function space C(€2).
However, for bounded functions we can integrate over the limits (2.3) and (2.4)
and define the free energies without any “a.s. ambiguity”, so for example

Ad(g,¢) = Tim n'E(log E[e"@1{X, = 5.(0)}] ).
n— oo
We extend the duality set-up to involve point to point free energy.
Theorem 4.6 Let 2 = I'2" be a product of separable metric spaces with Borel
o-algebra &, shifts {T,}, and an an i.i.d. product measure P. Assume 0 ¢ U.

With € > 1, let p € My () and ¢ = E*[Z;]. Then

Hi™(n) = o ){E“[Q]*Ae(g,é)}- (4.15)

On the other hand, for f € Cp(S) and € U,

Ag(f, Q) = sup {E*[f] = Hi" (W)} (4.16)
HEM 1 (S2): EX[Z1]=(¢

FEquation (4.16) is valid also when H;*(p) is replaced with He(p).



Quenched Point-to-Point Free Energy 29

Proof With fixed ¢, introduce the convex conjugate of A,(g, () by

Ay (1, €) = egu(pn ){E“[g]—/le(g,c)}- (4.17)

Taking g(w,z10) = a - z1 gives A (u,¢) > a - (E*[Z1] — ¢) — log |Ro|. Thus
A7 (i, ¢) = oo unless EF*[Z,] = (.

From Theorems 2.5 and 2.6, E#[g] — As(g, () is concave in g, convex in (,
and continuous in both over C,(£2¢) x U. Since U is compact we can apply a
minimax theorem such as Konig’s theorem [16,24]. Utilizing (2.5),

Ay (p) = S ){E“[Q]*Ae(g)}

= su inf { E*[g] — Ay(g, = inf A7 (u, Q).
gecb(png)ceu{ 9] = Adlg, O)} = inf A7 (p. C)

Thus, if E#[Z;] = ¢, then Aj(n) = Aj(u,¢). Since H;*(u) = Aj(p), (4.15)
follows from (4.17).

By double convex duality (Fenchel-Moreau theorem, see e.g. [24]), for f €
Co(€20),

Ae(f,¢) = sup{ E*[f] — A7 (1, )} = sup  {E"[f] — A7 (1)}
m p: Er[Zy]=¢
and (4.16) follows.

To replace H;*(n) with Hy(p) in (4.16), we first consider the case ( € ri U
and reason as was done after (4.12):

sup {E*[f]— Hi" (1)}
HEM () EH[Z1]=(¢

= sup {E"[f] = Hy(p)} =

HEML(Q2): EX[Z1]=¢

usc(¢)
=( sw B - Hiw)})
HEM 1 (S2): EX[Z1]=(¢

— sup {E*[f] — He(p)}

BEM 1 (2): Er[Z1]=C¢

The first equality is the continuity of u — E*[f]. The second is a consequence
of the compact sublevel sets of {y : H;*(1) < c}. This compactness follows
from the exponential tightness in the LDP controlled by the rate H;*, given
by Theorem 3.3 in [26]. The last equality follows because concavity gives con-
tinuity on ri U.

Then, as in the proof of the last part of Theorem 4.4, we can use the
just proved identity (namely, (4.16) with H;*(u) replaced by Hy(x)) in a new
setting where the set of admissible steps is Ry = Uy 'R where Uy is the unique
face that contains ¢ in its relative interior. This way we get all { € U. O

Next we extend the duality to certain LP functions.
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Corollary 4.7 Same assumptions on 2, P and R as in Theorem 4.6. Let
w € Mq(Q) and ¢ = E*[Z;]. Then the inequalities

Ef[g] — Ae(g) < H™ (1) (4.18)

and
EMg] — Ae(g,¢) < H™(p) (4.19)

are valid for all functions g such that g(-, z1,¢) is local and in LP(P) for all z1 ¢
and some p > d, and g s either bounded above or bounded below.

Proof Since A¢(g,¢) < Ae(g), (4.18) is a consequence of (4.19). Let H denote
the class of functions g that satisfy (4.19). H contains bounded continuous
local functions by (4.15).

Bounded pointwise convergence implies LP convergence. So by the LP conti-
nuity of A¢(g,¢) (Lemma 3.1(b)), H is closed under bounded pointwise conver-
gence of local functions with common support. General principles now imply
that H contains all bounded local Borel functions. To reach the last general-
ization to functions bounded from only one side, observe that their trunca-
tions converge both monotonically and in LP, thereby making both E*[g] and
Ay(g,C) converge. O

Equation (4.16) gives us a variational representation for A,(g, () but only
for bounded continuous g. We come finally to one of our main results, the
variational representation for general potentials g.

Theorem 4.8 Let 2 = I'%" bea product of separable metric spaces with Borel
o-algebra &, shifts {T,}, and an i.i.d. product measure P. Assume 0 ¢ U. Let
g : Q — R be a function such that for each z1, € RY, g(-,2z1.4) is a local
function of w and a member of LP(P) for some p > d. Then for all { € U,

Ae(9,¢) = sup {E g A el = H ()} (4.20)
HEM 1 (2):E*[Z1]=C
c>0

FEquation (4.20) is valid also when H}*(p) is replaced with Hy(p).
Proof From (4.19),

Ae(g,€) = Ae(g Ne,€) = EF[g Ae] — H" ().
Supremum on the right over ¢ and p gives

Ae(9,¢) > sup {£"[min(g, o)) — H" (1) }. (4.21)
PEM(Q):EH*[Z1]=(C
c>0
For the other direction, let ¢ < oo and abbreviate g¢ = g A ¢. Let g, €
Cy(2) be a sequence converging to ¢¢ in LP(PP). Let € > 0. By (4.16) we can
find pi, such that E#m[Z:] = ¢, H* (ptm) < 00 and

Aé(gma C) <e+ Etm [gm] - Hf*(ﬂm)- (4'22)
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Take 8 > 0 and write

Ae(gm, Q) < €+ B [g°] — HE* () + B E*" [8(gun — g°)
< e+ sup{EM[g] — H* (1) : ¢ > 0, B*[Z1] = ¢}

+ B e (Bgm — 9°)) + B HE (k)
< e+ [right-hand side of (4.20)]

n—1

+ lim max nt Z |gm(kawa Zl,f) - gC(TﬂEkw’ Zl,f)' + ﬁ_le*(ﬂm)

Nn—00 rp—Tr_1ER
= Tk—1 =0

< e+ [right-hand side of (4.20)]

+ CE[ max |gm — ¢°|° | + B H* (ttm)-
[MEREIQ 9°1" ]+ BHH ()

The second inequality above used (4.18), and the last inequality used (3.1)
and Chebyshev’s inequality. Take first § — oo, then m — oo, and last ¢ " oo
and € N\, 0. Combined with (4.21), we have arrived at (4.20).

Dropping ** requires no extra work. Since H, > H;*, (4.21) comes for free.
For the complementary inequality simply replace H;*(pm) with Hy(pm,) in
(4.22), as justified by the last line of Theorem 4.6. O

5 Directed polymer in the L? regime

We illustrate the results of the previous section with an example. In a di-
rected polymer with an i.i.d environment and high enough temperature, we
use variational formula (4.3) to derive the value of A;(g,¢). Then we check
that certain natural Markov chains are maximizers in the variational formula
(4.20). When we use Hy(p) rather than its L.s.c. regularization H;*(u), we can
show uniqueness of the maximizer. The computations are done in a regime of
weak disorder, under an L? assumption that is well-known in this context. We
restrict to ¢ € ri U, and the closer to the relative boundary we wish to take ¢,
the smaller we need to take the inverse temperature (.

The maximizing processes are basically the Markov chains constructed by
Comets and Yoshida [4], though we admit a more general potential that can
depend on the local environment and a step of the walk. A similar construction
was also used by Yilmaz [34].

The setting is that of Example 1.2 with some further simplifications. {2 =
RZ™ is a product space indexed by the space-time lattice where d is the
spatial dimension and the last coordinate direction is reserved for time. The
environment is w = (wy)zezer1 and translations are (Tpw), = wyyy. The
coordinates w, are i.i.d. under P. The set of admissible steps is of the form
R ={(z/,1): 2/ € R’} for a finite set R’ C Z.

The situation will be in the weak disorder regime, so we have to assume
that the difference of two R-walks is at least 3-dimensional. Precisely speaking,



32 Firas Rassoul-Agha, Timo Seppélainen

the additive subgroup of Z4*t! generated by R — R = {z —y : 2,y € R} is
linearly isomorphic to some Z™, and we

assume that the dimension m > 3. (5.1)

For example, d > 3 and R’ = {£e; : 1 <i < d} given by simple random walk
qualifies.

The P-random walk has a kernel (p.).cr. Earlier we assumed p. = |R| ™",
but this is not necessary for the results, any fixed kernel will do. We do assume
p. > 0 for each z € R.

The potential is of the form Sg(wp, z) where 8 € (0,00) is a parameter that
tunes the strength of the interaction between the environment and the walk.
We remove all finiteness concerns by assuming that

E[ecl9“?)] < 00 for some ¢ > 0 and all z € R. (5.2)

Now Ay(Bg,-) is well-defined and continuous on U for 8 € (0, c].
Define an averaged logarithmic moment generating function

A(B,0) =log > p. B9 t02] for g€ [—c,c] and § € R
zZER

Under a fixed (8, define the convex dual in the #-variable by

geRd+1

For each 3 € [—¢,c| and ¢ € 1i U there exists § € R4+ such that VoA(B,0) = ¢
and this # maximizes in (5.3). A point € R?*! also maximizes if and only if

(0 —n) - z is constant over z € R. (5.4)

Maximizers cannot be unique now because the last coordinate 6441 can vary
freely without altering the expression in braces in (5.3). The spatial part
0" = (61,...,04) of a maximizer is unique if and only if &/ has nonempty
d-dimensional interior.

Extend the random walk distribution P to a two-sided walk (X} )xez that
satisfies Xo = 0 and Z; = X; — X;_1 for all i € Z, where the steps (Z;)iez
are i.i.d. (p)-distributed. For n € N define forward and backward partition
functions

Z;{ _ E[eﬁzz;} g(WXk7Zk+1)+6'Xn] and Z; = E[eﬂz);:l,ng(WXk7Zk+1)_9'X—n]
and martingales
WE=e O ZzE with EWE = 1.

The martingales W are independent of each other. They are also functions
of (8,60) but there is no need to complicate the notation with this.
Suppose we have made assumptions that guarantee the L' convergence

wE > wi (5.5)
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for some (B,0) (a.s. convergence is automatic for nonnegative martingales).
Then EWE = 1, and this combined with Kolmogorov’s 0-1 law implies that
P(WE > 0) = 1. Then we can define a probability measure p§ on {2 that is
equivalent to P (in the sense that they share null sets) by

| 1) ) = BIVZWL L.
Define a stochastic kernel from {2 to R by

B(wo,2)-A(8,0)+6-2 Wob (T>w)

0 _
qo(w,2) = p-e i)

Property >, . 49(w,z) =1 comes from (one of) the identities

Wi = Z poeP9Ca@) A =ABOFO 2yt oy g (5.6)
zZER
where a(*) = 0 and a(~) = —z. These are inherited from the one-step Markov

decomposition of ZF. For any £ > 0, on €, we can define the probability
measure ¢ by

p (dw, 21,0) = g (dw)q(w, 21)q(Toyw, 22) - (T, yw,2¢)  (5.7)
where x; = z1 + - -- + z;, and the stochastic kernel
0" (w, 21.0), (T2, w, 22.02)) = 40 (T, 2). (5.8)

We think of § fixed and € varying and so include only 6 in the notation of
u? and ¢¥. Identities (5.6) can be used to show that u? is invariant under the
kernel ¢’, or explicitly, for any bounded measurable test function f,

3 /Q 1O (deor, 210G Ty, 2) f (T 02) = | fdi. (5.9)

Z1,05% 2,

By Lemma 4.1 of [25] the Markov chain with transition ¢? started with u? is
an ergodic process. Let us call in general (p, q) a measure-kernel pair if ¢ is a
Markov kernel and p is an invariant probability measure: pug = p. Recall also
that the f2-marginal of a probability measure p on some €2 is denoted by .

Theorem 5.1 Fiz a compact subset Uy in the relative interior of U. Then
there exists By > 0 such that, for 8 € (0,50] and ¢ € Uy, we can choose 0 €
R such that the following holds. First VoA(3,0) = ¢ and 0 is a mazimizer
in (5.3). The martingales W are uniformly integrable and the pair (u?,q%)
is well-defined by (5.7)—~(5.8). We have

A measure-kernel pair (u,q) on @y such that po < P satisfies
A1(Bg,¢) = E*[Bg] — H(p X qlp x p1) (5.11)

if and only if (1,q) = (1%, ¢%).
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Remark 5.2 Note that even though VyA(3,0) = ¢ does not pick a unique 6,
by (5.4) replacing 6 by another maximizer does not change the martingales
W.E or the pair (uf, ¢%). Thus ¢ determines (u?, ¢?) uniquely.

Proof The key technical point is to ensure the uniform integrability of the
martingales 5. We do so with an L? condition.

Lemma 5.3 Given C < oo there exists Sy = Bo(C) > 0 such that

sup sup E[(W:5)?] < oc.
|0]<C, B€(0,B0] n

Proof We prove Lemma 5.3 for the case of W,F. Given 6 € R? and 3 € (0, ],
define the tilted kernel

pZ,B — pZ]E[eﬁg(me)]e@'Z—/\(Bﬂ),
and let P%# E?%P denote probabilities and expectations for the random walk
that uses the tilted kernel. Let Xy and X} denote two independent walks that

use kernel pﬁ’ﬁ and start at Xg = X = 0. Independence of the environments
and directedness of the walk give, through a straightforward calculation,

BV = %] < Bt < Bat~] (52
where
Vo = Z Xk = X3} G(Zrs1, Zis1)
0<k<n

, E[ef(9(wo.2)+a(wo.2))]
G(Z; z ) - log E[eﬁg(‘*’ﬂvz)]E[eﬁg(WmZ,)] ?

Lo =3 g<chen H{Xk — X}, = 0} counts the visits to 0 by the symmetric random
walk Yk = Xk — Xk, and

a= max %) > 1. (5.13)
z,z2’€R

Note that @ 1 as 8\, 0.
Let 79 = 0 and 7; = inf{k > 7j_1 : Y, = 0} be the times of successive
visits to 0. By the strong Markov property

E%Blale~] = Z a* PP (1) < 0o)*1PYP (1) = o).
k=1
Thus we have L? boundedness in (5.12) if
aP?P(r <o0)<1—¢ (5.14)

for some € > 0. The next lemma guarantees that for small enough 3, > 0,
(5.14) holds simultaneously for all § in a given bounded set. This completes
the proof of Lemma 5.3. O
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Lemma 5.4 For C < oo there exist Bo(C) € (0,c] and n = n(C) > 0 such
that

inf P9B(1) = 00) > 1.
101<C, B€(0,50]

Proof Let ¢%? be the kernel of the symmetric walk Y. The support of ¢%7 is
the finite set K = R — R, a subset of the image of Z% in the space-time lattice
74+ The point about restricting @ to a bounded set is that then there exists
a constant g > 0 such that ¢%# > &y for all z € K, all 3 > 0 small enough,
and all # in the bounded set.

The return probability of the walk is not changed by a linear, isomorphic
mapping of the subgroup of Z¢ where the walk Y} lives. Thus we may assume
that Y is a symmetric walk in Z™ and aperiodic in the sense of Spitzer [29],
namely that the group generated by K is the entire lattice Z™ [29, Sect. 7,
Pl] It then follows that the characteristic function p# of ¢%# satisfies 0 <
©?B(t) < 1 for all t € [—m,71]™ ~ {0}.

We bound the return probability with arguments familiar from recurrence
considerations [10, Sect. 3.2].

1 o0
A=) ZP" P < 00) = E*P[Lo] =Y PPP (Y, =
n k=0 k=1 (5.15)

1
= (2m) ¢ — _dt.
(2m) / i TP (0)

The last integral is bounded in two parts. Fix §; > 0 small enough so that
|z| < 7/(3d1) for all © € K and let B(d1) be the open ball of radius ¢; around
the origin in R™. For all ¢ in the compact set [—m, 7]™ ~ B(d1), for all § > 0
small enough, and for all § in a bounded set we have ¢??(t) < 1 — ¢ for some
fixed £ > 0, by continuity.

On the small ball we expand. Let r € (0,61) and |¢| = 1.

1—%B(rt) = Z(lfcos(rt x) 9ﬂ>—2|t 2?08 > §yr?

ze ze

for another constant d9 > 0. This follows because qeﬂ > g and the last
expression is a continuous function of ¢ that cannot vanish on the unit sphere
because x € K generate the entire lattice. Consequently, switching to polar
coordinates and since m > 3 by assumption (5.1),

1 ok
——dt < C’/ P2 4r < C.
/B(&l) 1 — b (t) 0

We have shown that the integral in (5.15) is bounded uniformly as 6 varies
over a bounded subset of R? and 3 > 0 gets small. O
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An explicit computation gives
H(u x ¢ | u® x p) = E*"[Bg] — M(B,0) + 6 - B* [ 2]
— B"[Bg] — A(8,0) + 0 - VoA(B,0)
= B [Bg] + X*(8, VoA(5,0)). (5.16)

One needs to note that the integral [log W dpf is well-defined because the
integrals E[W1 log™ W] are both finite, the log™ one because W € L2(P).

The next lemma gives the the point-to-point free energy in the weak disor-
der regime where quenched quantities agree with their averaged counterparts.

Lemma 5.5 Fix a compact subset Uy in the relative interior of U. Then there
exists Bo > 0 such that, for 5 € (0, Bo] and ¢ € Uy,

A1(Bg, ¢) = =A"(B, Q). (5.17)
Proof We appeal to the variational formula from (4.3):
— 41(Bg,¢) :tsuﬂf{@t*/ll(ﬂﬁt'm)}- (5.18)
c d

Since ¢ € U, the quantity in braces is not changed by projecting ¢ orthogonally
to the vector subspace V' that is parallel to the affine hull aff /. This is because
t —s L V implies that (¢t — s) - u is constant over u € aff . So we may restrict
the supremum to ¢ € V. Same reasoning gives

N (B,¢) = fgg{c “t—=A(B, 1)}

Suppose we can show the existence of 0 < 1,C < oo such that, for g €
(0, 1] and ¢ € Uy,

— M1(Bg, Q) =, VSU‘-5<C{C't_Al(ﬁg+t'Zl)} (5.19)
cV: <
and
N(B,¢) = teVS-l|1£\)<C{C t—=A(B,t)}- (5.20)

Note that (with ¢ in place of 6 in W)

A (Bg+t-z)= lim nt logE[e'g ziZo g(ka’z"“)""t'X"]
noe (5.21)
= lim n~tlog W, + \(B,1).
n—oo
If we now pick Sy € (0,51] to match C' in Lemma 5.3, the last limit above
vanishes for |t| < C and g € (0, 8], and (5.19)—(5.20) give

—Mi(Bg,¢) = sup  {C-t—=A(B, 1)} = A"(B, Q).

tev: |t|<C

This would establish the lemma.
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It remains to show (5.19)—(5.20). From an obvious lower bound and (5.21)
with t =0

Thus (5.19) will follow from the existence of C' < co such that

sup sup sup {Ct—A1(Bg+t-z1)} < —c1 =— sup A(B,0). (5.22)
Be(0,61] (el teV:[t]>C B€(0,51]
To get a contradiction, suppose 3 (; € Ui, 5; € (0,51] and V' 3 t; — oo such
that
Gty —Ai(Big+tj-21) > —cr. (5.23)
Pass to a subsequence to assume (; — ¢ € Uy and t;/ [t;| = s € V.

There exists z € R such that s- (z — ) > 0. If this were not so, we would
have sz < s-( for all z € R, and hence also s-x < s-( for all z € U. But
¢ erild and s € V imply that ( +es € U for small enough € > 0 and we have
a contradiction. (This was the point of restricting the suprema to V' to begin
with.)

Now bound as follows:

A (Big +tj - 21)
> lim nil IOgE[eﬁj ZZ;& g<ka7Zk+1)+tj.Xn; Zl,n = (Z, RByens Z)}

n—r 00
= B;E[g(wo, 2)] + t; - z + logp..

Inequality (5.23) and the above bound give

t .
— [t] ﬁ (2= G) = BiEg(wo, 2)] +logp: — &1
j
which must eventually fail. We have verified (5.22) and thereby (5.19).
(5.20) comes by essentially the same argument. O

We can complete the proof of Theorem 5.1. That (5.11) holds for (u,q) =
(19, q%) comes from (5.16) and (5.17), when 6 is chosen to satisfy VoA(3,0) =
¢.

It remains to prove the uniqueness. Suppose (u,q) also satisfies g < P
and (5.11). For 0 < s < 1 we can create another measure-kernel pair (fi, §) by
i =spu? + (1 —s)u and

a(n, Sn) = se(n)q’ (n, STn) + (1= s)v(n)q(n, SFn)

where ¢ = du? /dji and + = dp/dfi. Since (fi, §) cannot give a larger value on
the right side of (5.11), strict convexity of z log = forces q(n, S¥n) = ¢’ (n, Sn)
p-a.s. Take a bounded measurable test function f. By the stationarity of the

(/’La q)—chain

BV = B* [0 3 ¢H ()] = B2 0t Yo @) ()] - 21
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where the last limit uses the ergodicity of (uf, ¢”) and the absolute continuity
u < pf which is a consequence of ,ug ~ P. Thus ¢ = pf. Theorem 5.1 is
proved.

6 The 141 dimensional log-gamma polymer

This last section of the paper raises a point for future study. One goal is to
develop this large deviation approach into a tool for accessing properties of
the limiting free energy A,(g,¢) even in strong disorder, that is, when WX
in (5.5) vanish. We discuss the exactly solvable 141 dimensional log-gamma
polymer introduced in [28]. With the help of special information available for
this model we show that our formula for A(g,() = Ap(g,¢) is the same as
a known variational formula obtained earlier through a completely different
argument. (Note that we are not giving a new independent derivation of this
known formula.)

This model is a special case of Example 1.2 with d = 2 and R = {ey, e2}. So
paths started from the origin are nearest-neighbor lattice paths in Zi whose
steps point in the coordinate directions. The potential is simply g(w) = wq. Co-
ordinates w, of the environment are i.i.d. “— log gamma” distributed. In other
words, with a fixed parameter p € (0,00), the variable e~ has Gamma(p)
distribution: for t € R,

o0

Plw, <t} =P{e ¥ >e '} = F(p)_l/ sP~le™% ds.

eft

In the log-gamma case the limit A(g,¢) can be computed by introducing
a stationary version of the model and by doing essentially a “hydrodynamic
limit” computation. For ¢ = (z,1 — z) € R% this leads to

Alg. (@1~ w) = ~log2+ inf {~ab(0) - (1-)o(p—0))  (61)

where Wy(t) = I''(t)/I'(t) is the digamma function. (See Theorem 2.1 and the
proof of Lemma 4.1 in [14].)
Recall from Remark 4.2 the duality
I7(¢) = sup{C-t —o(t)} (6.2)
teR?
for the level 1 rate function 19 of Theorem 4.1, where o is the quenched limiting
logarithmic moment generating function
o(t) = lim n~tlog B9w" (etXn),
n—r00
Ideally we would like to derive (6.1) from the theory developed in this

paper. This is left for future work. By utilizing (6.1) itself, we can make the
following observation.

Remark 6.1 In the log-gamma model, formula (6.2) specializes to (6.1).
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Before proving Remark 6.1, let us explain its point. Derivations of (6.1)
([14] and also [28]) do not involve large deviations. Instead (6.1) is the min-
imal free energy of a stationary log-gamma polymer that is compatible with
the choice of parameter p for the bulk weights. These stationary models are in-
dexed by 6 € (0, p) which parametrizes their initial, or boundary, conditions.
The existence of a stationary version is a special feature of the log-gamma
model.

Because rate function 79(¢) comes from a contraction from a higher level
LDP, variational formula (6.2) should be explainable through finding a natural
Markov process on environments and paths under which the path has speed (.
(This is exactly what was done in Theorem 5.1 in the L? weak disorder regime.)
Consequently, (6.1) should also represent the choice of a natural Markov pro-
cess, indexed by the parameter §. Thus the Markov processes singled out by
variational formulas could be the general analogue of the special stationary
boundary conditions of the log-gamma model. If the choice of these Markov
processes were understood, some progress might be possible in polymers in
strong disorder beyond the exactly solvable log-gamma model.

Proof of Remark 6.1 On (0, 00), ¥y is strictly concave, strictly increasing and
Wy(0+) = —oo. The trigamma function ¥ = ¥/ is strictly convex, strictly
decreasing, ¥, (0+) = oo and ¥ (c0) = 0. Let 0(x) € (0, p) be uniquely deter-
mined by

a¥ (0(z)) — (1 — x)¥(p — 6(x)) =0.

It minimizes in (6.1) so that
Alg, (z,1 = x)) = —log2 — aW(0(z)) — (1 — 2)¥(p — 0(x)).

First we reduce the dimension in (6.2). Note that (1,1) - X,, = n, and so
o(ty + bty + b) = o(t1,t2) +b. Then for ( = (x,1 —z), z € [0,1], (6.2)
simplifies to

(z,1—2)= ilellg{xt —o(t,0)}. (6.3)

As n — oo,
TL71 log EQ%“J (e(tlatz)'Xn)
I 1ng e(tl,m-(k,nfk)E[eZZ;S “Xk, X, = (k,n — k)]
k=0
! 1ogE[ezzgé wX)

= sup {(t1,t2) - (2,1 — ) + Alg, (z,1 — 2)) — A(g)}.

z€[0,1]
Consequently
o(t,0) = sup ]{tz —a¥(0(x)) — (1 —2)%(p — O(x))} —log2 — A(g)
z€[0,1

=tw — a¥(0(x)) — (1 — )% (p — 0(x)) — log2 — A(g)
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for the unique x determined by
t = Wo(0(x)) — Wo(p — b(x)).
Change variables between t € R and 6 € (0, p) via equation
t=Uy(0) — To(p—0). (6.4)
Then
o (Po(0) — Wo(p — 6),0) = —Fy(p — 0) —log2 — A(g).

To obtain (6.1) from (6.3), perform the change of variable (6.4) on the right,
while on the left use I9(z,1 — 2) = A(g) — A(g, (z,1 — x)). O

A A convex analysis lemma

Lemma A.1 Let T be a finite subset of R% and ¢ € coZ. Suppose ( = ZzEI Bz with each
Bz>0and Y 7Bz =1. Let &, € coZ be a sequence such that &, — (. Then there exist
coefficients @ > 0 such that 3 .z al =1, {p = > 7 alz and for each z € L, a7} — B
as n — 0o.

Furthermore, assume T C Q% and &, € Q%. Then the coefficients al can be taken
rational.

zE

Proof First we reduce the proof to the case where there exists a subset Zg C Z such that Zg
is affinely independent and generates the same affine hull as Z, and &,, € coZp for all n. To
justify this reduction, note that there are finitely many such sets Zp, and each &, must lie
in the convex hull of some Zy (Carathéodory’s Theorem [27, Theorem 17.1] applied to the
affine hull of Z). All but finitely many of the &,’s are contained in subsequences that lie in
a particular coZp. The coefficients of the finitely many remaining &,,’s are irrelevant for the
claim made in the lemma.

After the above reduction, the limit &, — (¢ forces ( € coZp. The points Z € Z \ I lie
in the affine hull of Zy and hence have barycentric coordinates:

Yz, €R, 2:27275,2, Z'yz’gzl for z eI\ Ip.
z€Zy z€TZy

Consequently

(=D Bez= )Y (ﬁz + > vz,sﬁz)z = Bz (A1)

z€T z€Zy ZeT\Ty z€Zy

where the last identity defines the unique barycentric coordinates (. of ¢ relative to Zo.
Define the Zp X Z matrix A = [ 1 | {72.2} ] where [ is the Zp X Zp identity matrix and
(2, 2) ranges over Zo x (Z~ Zp). Then (A.1) is the identity A3 = § for the (column) vectors
B =(B:2):ez and B = (B:).ex,- Since n = [ 0]! is also a solution of An = 3, we can write
B =[B0]" +y with y € ker A.

Let &n = -, 7, @2 # define the barycentric coordinates of &n. Since the coordinates are
unique, &, — ¢ forces @® — B. Let a™ = [a™ 0]* +y. Then Aa™ = a™ which says that
&n = ZzEI alz. Also a™ — (. Since 3. > 0, inequality a > 0 fails at most finitely many
times, and for finitely many &, we can replace the a’s with any coefficients that exist by
&n € coZ. Lastly, for 3 .7 af =1 weneed Y, .7 y> = 0. This comes from Ay = 0 because
the column sums of A are all 1. This completes the proof of the first part of the lemma.

Assume now that Z C Q% and &, € Q¢. Then by Lemma A.1. in [26] the vector &" is
rational. By Lemma A.2. in [23] we can find rational vectors y™ € ker A such that y™ — y.
This time take a™ = [@" 0]¢ + y™. O
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B A concentration inequality

We state a concentration inequality for the case of a bounded potential g. It comes from the
ideas of Liu and Watbled [18], in the form given by Comets and Yoshida [5].

Lemma B.1 Let P be an i.i.d. product measure on a product space {2 = FZd with generic
elements w = (wz),eza- Let g : Qg — R be a bounded measurable function such that, for
each z1 4 € RE, g(- ,21,¢) 5 a local function of w. Let { €U and

Fn(w) = log B[40 9T 21 bt D1 { X, = 5 (0))]- (B.1)

Let Uy be a face of U such that ( € Uy, and assume that 0 & Up.
Then there exist constants B, c € (0,00) such that, for alln € N and € € (0,¢),

P{w : | Fn(w) — nAe(g, C)| > ne} < 2~ B"n, (B.2)

Proof Since n~'EF,, — Ay(g,¢), we can prove instead

P{w : |[Fn(w) — EFn| > ne} < 2e~ B, (B.3)
As before, with Rg = RNUp we have Uy = co Ro, any admissible path g , with , = &, ()
uses only Ro-steps, and from 0 & Uy follows the existence of & € Z¢ such that -z > 1 for
all z € Ro. Set Mo = max.er, @ - 2.

Fix ro € Nso that g(w, z1,¢) depends on w only through {ws : [ - 4| < ro}. Let ng € N be
such that norg > Mon-+rg. On {2 define the filtration Ho = {0, 2}, H; = o{wz : z-@ < jro}
for 1 < j < ng. Since xp - & < Mon, Fy is Hn,-measurable.

To apply Lemma A.1 of [5] we need to find G1,...,Gn, € L'(P) such that

E[G;|H;-1] = E[G;[H;] (B.4)
and

Ele!lFr=Gil 19;_1] < b (B.5)
for constants ¢,b € (0,00) and all 1 < 5 < ng.

For the background random walk define stopping times

pj = inf{k > 0: 2y @ > (j — 2)ro}
and

oj=inf{k >0:x,-0> (j+ 1)ro}.
Abbreviate ¢(z) = 1{z = #,(¢)}. For 1 < j < ng put

W; = eXP{ > 9(Thw, Zk+1,k+£)}
k: 0<k<nAp;
nAo;<k<n

and
Gj(w) =log E[W; ¢(Xn)].
Then W; does not depend on {wy : (j —1)ro < @ -4 < jro} and consequently (B.4) holds
by the independence of the {wy}.
Let t € R~ (0,1). By Jensen’s inequality,

-1
(FamGy) _ (E[Wj R w(xnﬂ)t

E[W; (Xn)]

nAo;—1
Y g, 9(TX, @ Z g1, ke)
E[Wje k=nAp; k9 Pk+1,k+ 4,0(

N E[Wj o(Xn)]
B[W; 115700 o(Xn)]
N E[Wj ©(Xn)]

Xn)]

< Ol
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since g is bounded and o; — p; < 3r9. This implies (B.5) since ¢ can be taken of either sign.

Lemma A.1 of [5] now gives (B.2). Note that parameter n in Lemma A.1 of [5] is actually
our ng. But the ratio n/ng is bounded and bounded away from zero so this discrepancy does
not harm (B.3). 0O
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